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of Puerto Rico and you want to build a 
92-mile natural gas pipeline over moun-
tains and through forests and lakes and 
rivers and across critical groundwater 
systems in Puerto Rico, you would 
amend a law designed to deal with nat-
ural resources so that you can bypass 
the normal permitting and public proc-
ess. 

What the ruling party does is declare 
an ‘‘energy emergency’’ on the island. 
This government’s energy emergency 
allows the pipeline to proceed, despite 
warnings from the Sierra Club, the en-
vironmental group Casa Pueblo, and 
even the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice; despite residents’ concerns that it 
would be constructed near schools and 
churches and residential areas; despite 
geologists noting that it is near earth-
quake faults and that there have been 
2,500 seismic events in the last 3 years 
on the island, and one just felt all over 
the island just 2 days ago. 

The self-described ‘‘energy emer-
gency’’ also helps hide the fact that 
you’ve given a $10 million contract to a 
pal of the Governor who has no experi-
ence at constructing gas pipelines. He 
does, however, have experience skiing 
with the Governor. And maybe that’s 
why you run a slick, taxpayer-funded 
PR campaign that renames the project 
‘‘The Via Verde’’—‘‘The Green Way.’’ 

So instead of speaking to huge finan-
cial, human, and environmental costs, 
this Orwellian ad campaign calls a gas 
pipeline over mountains and through 
the woods and rivers a ‘‘green way.’’ 
Like a lot of people, I think it would be 
better to be named just ‘‘Green Away,’’ 
a magical cleanser that you apply to 
your forests, rivers, and lakes, and it 
makes them go away, along with the 
millions of green tax dollars. 

Here’s an even more honest name for 
this project: ‘‘The Wrong Way.’’ Be-
cause it’s wrong to spend the people’s 
money on a project they don’t want 
and hasn’t been appropriately studied, 
as the newspaper El Nuevo Dia has 
shown in a series of reports. 

Candidate Fortuño was right; Gov-
ernor Fortuño is wrong. It’s time to 
shine some light on this matter. 

I have sent Freedom of Information 
Act requests to every and all Federal 
agencies that have addressed the pipe-
line in Puerto Rico. I will release the 
results so that the people know whom 
their government is meeting with, 
what documents exist, and what stud-
ies have been done to show the need for 
this project. Furthermore, I have al-
ready urged the Army Corps of Engi-
neers to deny the permit request for 
the pipeline until experts testify, per-
mits are applied for, community meet-
ings are held, and environmental im-
pact studies are done. 

Maybe the government can make the 
case for this project in the light of day, 
but they shouldn’t be asking for a ver-
dict without presenting their facts to 
the people first. It’s time they stop 
doing things the ‘‘Via Verde’’ way and 
start doing things the right way. 

The 1st of May all to Adjuntas. 

RAMON CORTINES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. CHU) for 2 minutes. 

Ms. CHU. Today I want to honor a 
man, Ramon Cortines, for his many 
years serving students in our public 
school system. 

Ramon recently announced he was 
retiring as superintendent of the Los 
Angeles Unified School District. Dur-
ing his distinguished 55-year career in 
education, he has served as super-
intendent of schools in Los Angeles, 
San Francisco, San Jose, Pasadena, 
and New York City. 

I had the great privilege to work 
with Ramon last year when the Los 
Angeles Unified School District passed 
a resolution calling for immediate pas-
sage of the DREAM Act. 

But Ramon was not only a super-
intendent and advocate, he was a 
teacher in Aptos and Covina, which is 
in my district, and senior adviser to 
the U.S. Secretary of Education under 
President Clinton. 

A lifelong educator, Ramon has 
taught at every level in the public 
school system—elementary, middle, 
and senior high school—and has shaped 
education policy as a consultant to 
every entity from Stanford University 
to the University of California. 

Ramon came to the Los Angeles Uni-
fied School District at a time of great 
challenge; yet he was able to improve 
school safety, increase attendance, and 
reduce the dropout rate. Ramon 
Cortines has had an extraordinary 
record of service, and he changed the 
lives of thousands of children. 

Although he will be greatly missed, 
we must all continue the mission he 
strived for during his 55-year career, 
and that is to ensure that every child 
receives a quality education. 
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2012 BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Tomorrow, my Repub-
lican colleagues will bring a 2012 budg-
et to the floor of the House, a budget 
that rolls back generations of progress 
and, quite simply, ends Medicare as we 
know it. 

Fifty years ago, before Medicare and 
Medicaid were signed into law, Ameri-
cans preparing to retire faced tremen-
dous uncertainty. Private health insur-
ance was simply out of reach. Savings 
put away during years of employment 
could barely cover those bills, if they 
could cover them at all. Seniors were 
forced to rely on their own children, 
many of whom were struggling to raise 
families of their own, to pay for med-
ical care. 

When the financial support of family 
and relatives was not an option, elderly 
Americans found themselves with the 
choice of a life without the care of doc-
tors or a life of destitution. This was 

the status quo before Medicare and 
Medicaid were signed into law, and the 
American people found it unacceptable. 

We believed then, as we believe now, 
that we have a responsibility to ensure 
that seniors, children, and the perma-
nently disabled, the most vulnerable in 
our society, have access to quality 
health care. It was this sense of shared 
responsibility that Congress codified in 
1965 through the creation of Medicare 
and Medicaid. 

As President Lyndon B. Johnson said 
as he signed this historic legislation, 
‘‘No longer will older Americans be de-
nied the healing miracle of modern 
medicine. No longer will illness crush 
and destroy the savings that they have 
so carefully put away over a lifetime so 
that they might enjoy dignity in their 
later years.’’ 

Today, 45 million seniors depend on 
Medicare’s guaranteed quality benefits. 
Now this year, as in every year, we find 
ourselves in the middle of a budget de-
bate. At times, both Republicans and 
Democrats can be accused of hyperbole. 
However, it is no exaggeration to say 
that the Republican budget headed to 
the House floor tomorrow abandons 
America’s seniors and does away with 
the concept of guaranteed Medicare 
benefits. It is no overstatement to say 
that it hands Medicare over to the pri-
vate health insurance industry, and it 
is no lie to say that this plan ends 
Medicare as we know it. 

This budget is no Path to Prosperity; 
for seniors, it is a path to the poor 
house. You can call it premium sup-
port; you can call it a voucher; you can 
call it a coupon; you can call it the 
golden ticket if you’d like; but chang-
ing the name won’t change the fact 
that this Republican plan will force 
America’s seniors to hand over most of 
their income to America’s insurers. 
Maybe instead of ‘‘premium support,’’ 
this plan should be called ‘‘insurance 
company profit assistance.’’ 

By the time the Republican plan be-
gins distributing coupons to seniors in 
2022, most retirees will be unable to af-
ford health care. After all, these cou-
pons will be worth only 32 percent of 
the insurance bill. According to the 
nonpartisan analysts at the Congres-
sional Budget Office, in less than two 
decades a private health insurance plan 
as good as Medicare will cost about 
$30,000. Unfortunately, the Republican 
voucher that will be sent out under 
this budget plan will only be worth 
$9,700. This means that there will be an 
insurance bill worth about $21,000 sit-
ting in the mailboxes of America’s sen-
iors. 

The Republican budget plan is no 
work of genius; it just shifts the bur-
den of rising health care costs from the 
Federal Government to seniors and 
calls it a day. Through Medicare, 
Americans made a moral commitment 
as a people to ensure that seniors are 
not bankrupted by a hip replacement 
or diabetes medication. Likewise, with 
Medicaid, we made a moral commit-
ment to ensure that elderly nursing 
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home patients, impoverished children, 
the permanently disabled, and the 
neediest in our society can afford basic 
care. In fact, two-thirds of all Medicaid 
spending goes to caring for older adults 
and people with disabilities. The cost 
of long-term care, like in rehabilita-
tion centers and nursing homes, is pro-
hibitive. Medicaid serves as a lifeline 
for these individuals. And it is not an 
expensive program. In fact, compared 
to private sector health care costs, 
Medicaid is cheap, growing half as fast. 

The GOP plan cuts Medicaid when 
physicians and hospitals can barely af-
ford to treat these patients because of 
such low reimbursement rates. It is no 
mystery why Medicaid is beginning to 
strain State and Federal budgets. With 
so many Americans out of work, en-
rollment in Medicaid has skyrocketed 
as more and more families come to rely 
upon this safety net. 

I have said it before and I will say it 
again: Medicaid is not too expensive. 
People are too poor. That’s why we 
should be focused on creating new jobs. 
One hundred days into this new Repub-
lican Congress and not a single jobs 
bill. 

Madam Speaker, this plan is not a 
price that I’m willing to pay. We can 
do better. We will do better. America’s 
seniors are watching. 

f 

FUTURE OF MEDICARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. KISSELL) for 4 min-
utes. 

Mr. KISSELL. Madam Speaker, from 
the time that I first came to Congress, 
I have continued to be a strong sup-
porter of our seniors’ issues and stand-
ing by our seniors. Today, I rise in sup-
port of another issue that our seniors 
are facing today, the issue of the future 
of Medicare. 

We must stand by those who have 
stood by us as they enter into their 
senior years, and we must be strong in 
making sure that Medicare stays as a 
solid medical safety net for our seniors. 

Madam Speaker, we have heard a lot 
about the Greatest Generation, that 
generation that fought World War II 
and worked in industries and raised 
families and came back and did so 
much to make America the great Na-
tion as we know today. But, Madam 
Speaker, America is a great Nation, 
has been for many years, and will be 
for many years to come. And there is 
not just one Greatest Generation; there 
is a continuum of great generations. 

I grew up in a very small town in 
North Carolina, and my heroes were 
those people—many of whom had 
fought in World War II—those teachers 
and those storekeepers and those peo-
ple in a small town that raised many of 
my friends and myself and looked after 
us, whether in the school or church or 
wherever it might be. As these people 
that took care of us become seniors 
and they continue this throughout the 
Nation for generations to come, we 

must take care of those that took care 
of us. 

I was a high school history teacher 
for 7 years before coming to Congress, 
and I always told my students that 
you’re not studying history by looking 
at pages in a book or looking at old 
pictures or paintings or whatever it 
might be; you are studying about peo-
ple that have a story. As we talk today 
about our seniors and Medicare, we 
cannot forget that these are the people 
who took care of us. They cannot be-
come just political bargaining chips 
and political theories. They are real 
people. They have real stories. 

I want to talk briefly about two peo-
ple that are especially important to 
me—my mom and dad. My dad grew up 
in that same small town that I did in 
North Carolina, fought in World War II, 
won a Bronze Star, came back, worked 
in the post office, and was happy just 
to be a part of helping in those ways 
that I talked about before. My mom 
grew up in Carroll County in Hun-
tingdon, Tennessee, and came to North 
Carolina as a teacher and taught many 
generations. She is 96 years old, her 
birthday being last March 18. These are 
the heroes. These are the stories that 
we know, that all of us have. Whether 
our parents or grandparents, great- 
grandparents, aunts and uncles, what-
ever they may be, we cannot forget 
about them as individuals; we cannot 
forget about their stories, and we can-
not let them become just political bar-
gaining chips. 

The question that we must ask, 
Madam Speaker, is: Why did we need 
Medicare in the first place? What in 
our system didn’t work, that didn’t 
take care of our seniors, that required 
Medicare to come into being? We know 
the answer to that. And we must con-
tinue to have that guarantee of a 
strong support structure when our 
medical needs for our seniors must be 
met this way. We must stand by our 
seniors. 
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REPUBLICAN 2012 BUDGET PLAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MATSUI) for 4 minutes. 

Ms. MATSUI. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to voice my strong opposition to 
the Republican budget plan and its ef-
fects on America’s seniors. I believe 
that we must address our national def-
icit, but I believe we can do it in a re-
sponsible manner that does not hinder 
our fragile economy and does not risk 
important programs. 

I support the Democratic budget pro-
posal, which makes practical cuts to 
reduce our Nation’s deficit but without 
hurting America’s seniors and sacri-
ficing their health and financial secu-
rity. 

Madam Speaker, the Republican plan 
is irresponsible. It would hurt Amer-
ica’s seniors while giving enormous tax 
breaks to the top 2 percent of the 

wealthiest Americans. It does nothing 
to create jobs but gives billions in cor-
porate loopholes and subsidies to Big 
Oil. Most notably, the Republican plan 
would literally end Medicare. And 
while this may be a new plan, these are 
not new ideas. 

The Republicans’ 2012 budget at-
tempts to do to Medicare what Presi-
dent Bush wanted to do to Social Secu-
rity in 2005—privatize it and severely 
cut benefits. Madam Speaker, can you 
imagine if we had privatized Social Se-
curity in 2005 the way the Republicans 
wanted to do just before the biggest fi-
nancial collapse since the Great De-
pression? Is that what we really want 
to do with Medicare? We cannot afford 
to have Wall Street control the fate of 
our seniors. 

The Republican plan would convert 
Medicare into a voucher program that 
forces seniors to buy costly private in-
surance plans. It asks seniors, half of 
whom have less than $19,000 a year in 
total income, to pay more and get less. 
If this plan were put in place, the non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office 
has estimated that the average senior 
would end up paying nearly three times 
more out-of-pocket expenses. 

Meanwhile, the health care law en-
acted last year is already helping to 
close the gap in prescription drug cov-
erage known as the doughnut hole and 
provides annual exams and preventive 
services. But a repeal of the health 
care law, as the Republican budget 
plan calls for, would eliminate these 
benefits. Madam Speaker, these bene-
fits for Medicare patients are making a 
real difference in the lives of my con-
stituents. 

I recently heard from a 71-year-old 
woman from Sacramento who requires 
several expensive drugs to maintain 
her health. In October of 2010, she was 
worried about her ability to pay for her 
medication because she fell into the 
coverage gap. But she was relieved to 
learn that she would get $250 in 2010 
and that 50 percent of her costs would 
be reimbursed this year and even more 
would be reimbursed in the future. But 
now Republicans want to pull the rug 
out from under our seniors and their 
families. 

What is astonishing to me is that in 
addition to privatization of Medicare, 
the Republican plan also goes after 
Medicaid. Instead of making real re-
form to the Medicaid program, the Re-
publican budget calls for converting 
Medicaid into a block grant program. 
That would sharply reduce funding for 
seniors and low-income Americans on 
Medicaid so that it would not keep up 
with health care costs. 

Medicaid helps keep our seniors in 
their homes and helps them afford 
nursing homes if they need them, but 
the Republican plan would leave sen-
iors on their own and ignores the prom-
ise that our country has made from one 
generation to another. 

Madam Speaker, the Federal budget 
should reflect our American values 
that have been passed down for genera-
tions where seniors earn the benefits 
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